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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-23, 31 and 33-44, are pending in this application. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 20-22, are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if the combination of claims 20 - 22 are rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

3. Claims 33, is allowable. 

4. Claim 34, is objected to, but it would be allowable if amended to include a storing 
and execution of the computer program product. For example preamble can be 
rewritten in this form: "a computer-readable medium storing instructions executable by a 
processor , the instructions comprising:" 

Claim Objection 

5. Objection , computer-readable medium: 

Claim 34 and 40 are objected to because the claimed invention is directed to a 
computer program product that is not stored and executed by a processor. The 
applicant is recommended to use this language (i.e. a computer-readable medium 
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storing instructions executable by a processor , the instructions, comprising:). 
Dependent claims 41-44 are also affected by the objection of claims 40. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-19, 23, 31, 35-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as unpatentable 
overZehler (US 20040136027) in view of Thompson (US 20040210661). 

8. As to claim 14, Zehler teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
system, comprising an object generator (22, FIG. 1; abstract; paragraph 2 and 4; ) and a 
processor operable to execute the object generator(FIG. 1 ; wherein a host system are 
knowned in the art to include a processor), the object generator including instructions 
that when executed by the processor function as: 

an object factory configured to poll object proxies capable of producing 
respective objects responsive to system needs (FIG. 1; paragraph 22, 25-26); and 
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a pool including the object proxies for producing the object, the pool configured to 
receive indicia of the object from the object factory (paragraph 3; 32, FIG. 1 ; paragraph 
29). 

9. Zehler does not explicitly teach confidence levels returned by the object proxies. 

10. Thompson teaches a pool of objects and estimating confidence levels 
associated to the objects (paragraph 37). 

11. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Zehler's invention with Thompson's to provide a 
mechanism that returned confidence levels of the object proxies, because it would 
improve the efficiency of Zehler's system by optimizing the searching effectiveness of 
data object from the object pool in order find optimal fits for user's targeted object 
devices (Thompson's; abstract). 

12. As to claim 15, Zehler teaches, an interface associated with the object factory, 
the interface configured to receive a request for the object (26, FIG. 1 ; paragraph 23). 

13. As to claim 16, Zehler teaches, wherein the interface is configured to 
communicate with a user interface (18, FIG. 1; paragraph 23). 
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14. As to claim 17, Zehler teaches, wherein the interface is configured to 
communicate with a device that will interact with the object (14, FIG. 1). 

1 5. As to claim 1 8, Zehler teaches, wherein the interface is configured to receive a 
device identifier (paragraph 14). 

16. As to claim 19, Zehler teaches, wherein the interface is configured to receive a 
device identifier associated with a printer (paragraph 14). 

1 7. As to claim 23, Zehler teaches, an object store configured to receive an object 
generated by an object proxy (30, FIG. 1). 

18. As to claim 40, Zehler teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
computer-readable medium, comprising: 

logic configured to receive a request to use a printer (FIG. 1 ; paragraph 7-8); 
logic configured to poll printer driver proxies (Fig. 1; paragraph 3 and 4); 

logic configured to select one of the printer driver proxies (FIG. 1 ; paragraph 1 0); and 
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logic configured to direct the selected printer driver proxy to generate the driver 
(paragraph 11-14 , 22 and 25-26). 

1 9. Zehler does not explicitly teach a confidence level associated with the object 
proxies . 

20. Thompson teaches a confidence level of an object (paragraph 37) . 

21 . As to claim 41 , it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 18 above. 

22. As to claim 42, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 19 above. 

23. As to claim 43, Zehler teaches, wherein the logic configured to select one of the 
printer driver proxies (FIG. 1 ; paragraph 10) . Thompson teaches to compare 
confidence levels with a previously received confidence level (abstract; paragraph 37; 
wherein the claimed element "the searching for compatible matches" of Thompson's 
reference is the comparing function that meet's the claimed limitation of the claim). 
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24. As to claim 44, Zehler teaches wherein the logic configured to select one of the 
printer driver proxies is configured to store an index associated with a printer driver 
proxy (paragraph 10-14; FIG. 1; step 4 : 30). Thompson teaches having a greater 
confidence level (abstract; paragraph 37; wherein the claimed elements "the best fit" 
and "the optimum " of Thompson's reference meets the claimed limitation of the claim). 

25. As to claims 1 , it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 40 above. 

26. As to claim 8, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 14 and 40 above. 

27. As to claim 2, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 16 above. 

28. As to claim 3, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 8 above. 

29. As to claim 4, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 43 above. 



30. 



As to claim 5, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 44 above. 
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31 . As to claim 6, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 40 above. 

32. As to claim 7, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 23 above. 

33. As to claim 9, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 6 above. 

34. As to claim 10, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 17 above. 

35. As to claim 1 1 , it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 43 above. 

36. As to claim 12, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 43-44 above. 

37. As to claim 13, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 44 above. 

38. As to claim 31 , it is rejected for the same reasons as claims 14 and 44. 

39. As to claim 35, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 40 above. 



Application/Control Number: 10/702,151 
Art Unit: 2194 



Page 9 



40. As to claim 36, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 18 above. 

41 . As to claim 37, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 19 above. 

42. As to claim 38, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 43 above. 

43. As to claim 39, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 44 above. 

Conclusion 

44. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdou Karim Seye whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1062. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30 - 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, An Meng can be reached on (571 )272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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